














aerial surveys once or twice annually to test for treatment effects on herd 
segment annual growth rates. 

WinEquus Population Modelling was conducted for both treatment and 
control segments from 2018 through 2022, the extent of the study (EA p. 
56-57). Results of this modelling show the control segment having an 
average population growth rate of 19.5 percent while the treatment 
segment had a 14.0 percent average population growth rate. Aerial surveys 
conducted once or twice annually would not be significantly different than 
conducted surveys every 2-3 years as is standard practice on Bums 
District. Therefore, there are no highly uncertain or unique/unknown risks. 

f. Degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future actions with 
significant impacts or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration. 

The 2018 gather and spay study portions of the proposed action only apply to wild 
horses and burros from Warm Springs HMA. The outcome of the spay study would 
influence BLM in assessing whether or not this method of population growth 
suppression could, in the future, be applied safely and etliciently on wild horse mares 
on other lands administered by BLM. However, "[t]his study represents a feasibility 
approach, and the results are not policy setting for BLM. Any future proposal by 
BLM to utilize the spay method analyzed in this EA would be subject to NEPA 
compliance" (EA, p. 6). Gathering, removal, and other approved methods for wild 
horse and burro population control are ongoing and expected actions as outlined in 
the Three Rivers Resource Management Plan (RMP)/Record of Decision (ROD) 
(1992). No long-term commitment of resources causing significant impacts is noted 
in the EA. 

g. Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but 
cumulatively significant impacts. 

The EA did not reveal that the gather or spay study actions are related to other actions 
with individually insignificant but cumulatively significant impacts. 

h. Degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways, structures, 
or objects listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. 

There are no historic properties within the project area listed on the National Register 
of Historic Places. However, as part of the project design features identified in the 
attached EA, trap sites for the gather would be inventoried for cultural resources prior 
to being set up. Sites eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places 
would be avoided as trap sites to mitigate potential effects. 

1. The degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened 
species or its habitat. 
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There are no known threatened or endangered species or their habitat affected by the 
gather and spay study. 

J. Whether an action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or 
requirements imposed for the protection of the environment. 

The gather and spay study do not threaten to violate any law. These actions are in 
compliance with the Three Rivers RMP/ROD (1992), which provides direction for 
the protection of the environment on public lands; the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act (FLPMA) of 1976, which establishes the agency's multiple-use and 
sustained yield mandate; the Public Rangelands Improvement Act (43 U.S.C. 1901) 
(1978), which establishes a policy and commitment to manage, maintain, and 
improve the condition of the public rangelands so that they become as productive as 
feasible for all rangeland values; and the Wild Free-Roaming Horses and Burros Act 
(WHB Act) of 1971 (Pub. L. 92-195) as amended, specifically, but not limited to, the 
following sections: 

1333. Powers and duties of the Secretary. 
* * * * * * * 

(b) Inventory and determinations; consultation; overpopulations; research 
study; submittal to Congress. (1) The Secretary shall maintain a current 
inventory of wild free-roaming horses and burros on given areas of the public 
lands. The purpose of such inventory shall be to: make determinations as to 
whether and where an overpopulation exists and whether action should be 
taken to remove excess animals; determine appropriate management levels of 
wild free-roaming horses and burros on these areas of the public lands; and 
determine whether appropriate management levels should be achieved by the 
removal or destruction of excess animals, or other options (such as 
sterilization, or natural controls on population levels). In making such 
determinations the Secretary shall consult with the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, wildlife agencies of the State or States wherein wild free
roaming horses and burros are located, such individuals independent of 
Federal and State government as have been recommended by the National 
Academy of Sciences, and such other individuals whom he determines have 
scientific expertise and special knowledge of wild horse and burro protection, 
wild-life management and animal husbandry as related to rangeland 
management. 

* * * * * * * 
(3) For the purpose of furthering knowledge of wild horse and burro 
population dynamics and their interrelationship with wildlife, forage and 
water resources, and assisting him in making his determination as to what 
constitutes excess animals, the Secretary shall contract for a research study of 
such animals with such individuals independent of Federal and State 
government as may be recommended by the National Academy of Sciences 
for having scientific expertise and special knowledge of wild horse and burro 
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protection, wildlife management and animal husbandry as related to 
rangeland management. 

On the basis of the information contained in the EA and all other information available to me, it 
is my determination that-

!. The implementation of the gather and spay study will not have significant environmental 
impacts beyond those already addressed in the Three Rivers Proposed Resource 
Management Plan (PRMP)/Final Environmental Impact Statemenl (FEIS) (1991); 

2. The gather and spay study are in conformance with the Three Rivers RMP/ROD (1992) 
as amended by the Oregon GRSG Approved RMP (2015). 

3. The gather to remove excess wild horses would aid in achievement of GRSG habitat 
objectives and respond to the threat of wild horses influencing the decline in GRSG 
populations in PHMAs. 

4. There will be no adverse societal or regional impacts and no adverse impacts to affected 
interests; and 

5. The environmental effects, together with the proposed project design features, do not 
constitute a major Federal action having a significant effect on the human environment as 
defined by the tests of significance found at 40 CFR 1508.27. Therefore, an EIS is not 
necessary and will not be prepared. 

Jef~e 
District Manager 
Bums District BLM 
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